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Claims 1 -1 7 and 20-60 are now in the case. 
Applicant has cancelled claims \ 8 and 19. 

A^licant ha, amended independent claims 1. 20,25 and 57 to clarify the meamng of the 
t enn«theme.» Support forthis amendment is found, at least, onpa^ 15, first paragraph of 

from Claim 1. 



p g «ponsc t« **** Office Action 



7ft« Rejection mrftnr W U t &Q UZ 

Oaim. 9-U have h^ ^ed under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. - tan. 

infinite for faiiing to panicky point out and distinctly claim the 

applicant regards as to invention. Specifically, claims 9-1 1 have been rejected because hey 

"The method of Claim 1..." Accordingly, Applicants respectfully subnet tot torejecUon 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph has been overcome. 

Claims 1-60 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Spcctor (U.S. Patent 4.629.604). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection The 
JLnce does not establish tprtoafi* case of obviousness since it does no, teach ox 
sugg est all of Applicants' claim iimttations. Regarding Applicants' independent churns 1. 20 
7Z 57, Splr does no, suggest a method wherein at .east half of the , S ha« 

emitting article, rather ton events taking place simultaneously in some other meto. 
^L. AppUcants contend tot the claimed invent is unobvious and tot to rejecnon 
should be withdrawn. 

Specter does no. teach or suggest using scents tot share a _ ^ " 

I 1. on to multiple scan, emit** article share a common tome denved from. 
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SortXTbSS sects in to multiple scent emttting article, rather than 
staking place simultaneously in some «her media. Specter, on the other hand, disclose, 
an aroma device using scents that coordinate with another media source such as a movte or 
TV show (See Col. 4. line 65^1. 5, line 2>- Specter does disclose the option of using hts 
device "without a visual presentation" (Col. 5, lines 49^1). However. Specter makes no 
suggestion regarding the selection of scent, in such a situation. Applicant independent 
claims 1, 20. 25 and 57 clearly require that at least half of the scents share a common theme 
derived from, supported by, or based on only the scents in the multiple scent emitting article, 
rather than events talcing place simultaneously in some other media. Specter', disclosure 
makes no reference to such a method of Kent selection. Therefore. Specter does not estabhsb 
a ^Una facie case of obviousness since he doesn't disclose an Cement of Applicants" claimed 
invention (see MPEP 2143.03). 

Spectt,r also does not establish iprinafacie case of obviousness smce he doesn t dttdose 
one or more elements of Applicants' independent claims 14. 16, 26, 40, 48 and 56. Specifically, 
Specter doesn't disclose the following elements (identified by olaun): 

Claim 14: breaking down the multiple scents associated with a particular place or 

environment into individual scent components, 
Claim 16: introducing into the environment multiple, rrmtrmnntoTY scmts - 
Claim26: obtaining input from the consumer and/or institution as to the consumer 

and/or institution's selection of one or more scents. 
Claims 40, 48 and 56: allowing the consumer to select the scent elements for 

insertion into or placement onto the multiple scent-containing article. 
Since Specter does not teach or suggest any of the above-identified element, in his patent, a 
vrina facie case of obviousness ha, not been established. As a result. Applicant, contend that 
Lir claimed method is novel and ^^M^^^VS.C.m^oM 
be withdrawn. 

as being unpatentable over claims 1-31 of copending Application No. 09/730,333. 

Applicant respectfully submit that this rejection is premature. Since neither the 
pre^t application nor 09/730,033 has allowed claims, a determination as to the obviou^ of 
Zr patented claims cannot be made. Applicants request deferral of this issue untn one of the 
applications has allowed claims. 

ft i, submitted that Claims !-l 7 and 20-60 are in condition for allowance. Early and 
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is requested with the undersigned representative. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Christophe Laudaroiel-Pellet et al. 



By 



Brent M. Peebles 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 38476 
(513) 627-6773 



June 9, 2004 
Customer No. 27752 
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